Indo-Pacific members of this group except in the order Polycladida and even this group has been collected only sporadically. Most of the descriptions of Indo-Pacific polyclads are old and inadequate, so subsequent recognition is difficult if not impossible unless the origmal specimens can be recovered, and some collections from the area, as those of the Siboga and of Semper in the Philippines (mentioned by Stummer-Tramifels, 1933 ), have never been described in print, although Stmnmer-Traunfels published colored figures of some of the species. The present study concerns a small collection of polyclads from tropical islands of the central and western Pacific sent for determination by the U. S. National Museum. As I have recently published a glossary of terms and full definitions of subordinal, familial, and generic categories (Hyman, 1953) , it appeai-s unnecessary to repeat these definitions here.
Definitions will be given onl}'^for categories not appearing in that publication.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE NATIONAL MUSEUM
Order POLYCLADIDA Suborder ACOTYLEA Section Craspedommata Family Discocelidae Laidlaw, 1903 Definition: Craspedommata with eyes, apart from the marginal band, limited to definite cerebral and tentacular clusters; tentacles wanting or rudimentary; penis massive, muscular, lobulated, depending vertically from the dorsal wall of the male antrum; penis edged with numerous small prostatic apparatuses, which may also be present in the antral wall; Lang's vesicle present, usually crescentic. Genus Discocelis Ehrenberg, 1832 vesicle or antral Thalamoplana Laidlaw, 1904, p. 132. Definition: Discocelidae (For explanation see page 66.) and parallels the wall of the muscular pocket of the male antrum mentioned above. It Hyman, 1940. Family Latocestidae Laidlaw, 1903 The eye pattern appears different from that of described species of Latocestus. The specimen mounted whole plus the sections of the postpharyngeal region has been returned to the U. S. National Museum (No. 25940 ). Genus Ommatoplana Laidlaw, 1903 Mexistylochus Hyman, 1953, p. Stimpson, 1857 Genus Euplana Girard, 1893 Eiiplana gigas (Schmarda), 1859 Figure 4,a,6 Leptoplana gigas Schmarda, 1859, p. 17. Leptoplana subviridis Plehn, 1896, p. 330 . Leptoplana pardalis Laidlaw, 1902, p. 287 . Discoplana subviridis Bock, 1913, p. Plehn's figure is highly schematic. Meixner and StummerTraunfels figure only the male system and the latter found the female system damaged in the Schmarda specimen. Consequently, the best figure of the copiilatory apparatus is that of Kato which, however, also seems a little schematized. Therefore, I present figures of the copulatory apparatus of one of my series of sections. As the male and female systems are very far apart in this species, as shown in Kato's figure, one cannot represent them on one drawing except on a reduced scale. Consequently the male apparatus is shown in figure 4 ,a and the female apparatus in figure 4, (Hyman, 1954) .
Family Planoceridae Lang, 1884 Genus Paraplanocera Laidlaw, 1903 Paraplanocera oligoglena (Schmarda), 1859 Figure 4,c Stylochus oligoglenus Schmarda, 1859, p. 34. Stylochus amphibolvs Schmarda, 1859, p. 34, vol. los Planocera olygoglena Lang, p. Jacubowa, 1906, p. 115. Paraplanocera discus Bock, 1913, p. (Hyman, 1953) Literature cited
